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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 - 5 and 7 - 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bourdelais, U.S. Patent No. 6,727,925 in view of Lin, U.S. Patent No. 

I 

6,369,835. 

As per claim 1, Bourdelais teaches a data-providing apparatus for editing image 
data in response to a demand transmitted from a data-processing apparatus through a 
network, said data-providing apparatus comprising: 

first acquisition means for acquiring a scenario in response to a demand made by 
the data-processing apparatus (see figs. 4 and 5; and col. 9, lines 18 - 35); 

second acquisition means for acquiring a given number of image data items that 
will be used in the scenario, in response to a demand made by the data-processing 
apparatus (see fig. 8 and col. 10, lines 24 - 33); 

means for selecting prescribed ones of the image data items acquired by the 
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second acquisition means and for allocating the prescribed image data items to the 
scenes of the scenario acquired by the first acquisition means (see figs. 8 and 9; and 
col. 10, lines 14 - 55); and 

correction means for correcting the image data items selected in accordance with 
the prescribed image data items that have been allocated to the scenes of the scenario 
(see figs. 9 and 10; and col. 10, line 56- col. 11, line 20). 

Bourdelais does not teach a first acquisition means for acquiring a scenario 
consisting of a plurality of scenes, each lasting for a given time, in response to a 
demand made by the data-processing apparatus. Lin teaches an acquisition means for 
acquiring a scenario consisting of a plurality of scenes, each lasting for a given time, in 
response to a demand made by a data-processing apparatus (see col. 2, lines 60 - 65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Lin with the method of Bourdelais in order to 
allow an improved method of editing multimedia documents. 

As per claim 2, Bourdelais further teaches the data-providing apparatus 
according to claim 1, wherein prescribed special effects are allocated to the prescribed 
ones of the scenes of the scenario, and the apparatus further comprises effect-applying 
means for applying the special effects to the image data items allocated to the scenes 
(see col. 10, line 13-17 and col. 11, lines 21 -26). 

As per claim 3, Bourdelais further teaches the data-providing apparatus 
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according to claim 2, further comprising transmission control means for controlling the 
transmission of the image data generated by applying the special effects to the image 
data items by the effect-applying means (see col. 8, lines 9-20 and coL 14, lines 22 - 
33). 

As per claim 4, Bourdelais further teaches the data-providing apparatus 
according to claim 2, further comprising recording control means for controlling the 
recording of the image data generated by applying the special effects to the image data 
items by the effect-applying means (see col. 14, lines 22 - 33). 

As per claim 5, Bourdelais and Lin do not teach the data-providing apparatus 
according to claim 1 , wherein the first acquisition means acquires a scenario selected 
from a plurality of scenarios. However, the Examiner takes official notice that selecting 
from a plurality of files is notoriously well known in the art. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate selecting from 
a plurality of files with the method of Bourdelais and Lin in order to provide a diverse set 
of options to the user. 

As per claim 7, Bourdelais further teaches the data-providing apparatus 
according to claim 1, wherein the second acquisition means acquires the image data 
items supplied from the data-processing apparatus (see col. 15, lines 6-14). 



Application/Control Number: 10/018,954 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2174 

As per claim 8, Bourdelais further teaches the data-providing apparatus 
according to claim 1 , wherein the second acquisition means acquires the image data 
items supplied from another data-processing apparatus (see col. 8, lines 9 - 20). 

As per claims 9 and 10, they are of similar scope to claim 1 and are rejected 
under the same rationale (see rejection above). 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bourdelais, U.S. Patent No. 6,727,925 in view of Lin, U.S. Patent No. 6,369,835 further 
in view of Davis et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,969,716. 

As per claim 6, Bourdelais and Lin do not teach the data-providing apparatus 
according to claim 5, wherein different pieces of music are allocated to the plurality of 
scenarios. Davis teaches wherein different pieces of music are allocated to the plurality 
of scenarios (see col. 4, lines 34 - 40). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of Davis with the 
method of Bourdelais and Lin in order to provide an improved method for creation of a 
multimedia file. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Umar Arshad whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4060. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



872-9306. 
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